


DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND 
THE JUDICIARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1953 


THURSDAY, JUNE 5, 1952 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 
The subcommittee met at 2 p. m., pursuant to recess, in room I-82, 
the Capitol, Hon. Pat McCarran (chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 
Present: Senators McCarran, Bridges, McCarthy, and Green. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OrricE OF INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING 


STATEMENTS OF DR. WILSON COMPTON, ADMINISTRATOR; 
F. D. KOHLER, DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL BROAD- 
CASTING; AND PARKER MAY, DIRECTOR, EXECUTIVE STAFF 


AMOUNT AND EMPLOYEES REQUESTED 


Senator McCarran. The meeting will come to order. 

For the Radio Broadcasting Division, your estimate is in the amount 
of $30 million. This compares with $13,500,000 for 1951 and $19.8 
million for 1952. For the current year your average employment is 
1,862 and for next year you want 2,948, an increase of 1,085 employees; 
525 of these new employees are for the Division of Radio Program 
Services, and if you get the 525 you will have a total of 1,492 em- 
ployees in this Division which is responsible for developing radio 
programs. 

In addition to these 1,492 employees that you have in this one 
division, I notice from page 544 of the justifications that you are 
asking for considerable sums to be used to purchase scripts to provide 
for the contractual use of announcers and to hire free-lance artists. 


PROGRAMING 


Why do you need such large numbers of employees to prepare 
programs? It seems to me that vou are mushrooming to such an 
extent no one will know what the other fellow is domg, and your 
programs will suffer thereby. , 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, J would like to say this to that question: 
that radio programs are simply the product of people. They are made 
in our own shop. It is not something that you go out and contract 
for and are able to buy ready-made. 
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I think one has to conceive of it in this sense: that we are now 
operating 46 different radio broadcasting stations—essentially that is 
what it amounts to—which are fed with material from a Central 
Services Section. 

Senator McCarran. Why are you increasing your personnel to 
such an extent? 

Mr. Konuter. We want to increase the personnel, sir, simply to 
handle the programing that we propose to add during the next year. 

Senator McCarran. How much programing have you handled 
during this year? 





TOTAL PROGRAMING PER DAY 


Mr. Koutsr. At the present time, sir, we are.on 48 hours per day. 

Senator McCarran. Forty-eight hours per day? 

Mr. Kouter. That is, we have 48 hours of original programs 
created during the day. 

Senator McCarran. By that you mean there are 48 programs 
going over the air? 

Mr. Kontusr. No, sir, 48 hours of programing. 

Senator McCarran. Forty-eight hours of programing that is going 
through the air at all times? 

Mr. Kouter. Of new programing, yes, sir, every day. 

Senator McCarran. Every day. 

Mr. Kouuer. We increase the delivery of that, of course, by having 
a lot of that programing repeated. But that is the total amount of 
new live programing. 


PROPOSED PROGRAM BASES 


We are proposing during the next year to add 5 new languages, to be 
selected out of 10 that are now under consideration. We are also 
proposing, sir, in order to increase the impact and sharpen up the pro- 
grams that we are delivering behind the iron curtain, to establish 
program bases at Munich and at Manila, and the new employees that 
we are asking for in this particular section are almost entirely for that. 

For example, of the 1,004 new jobs we are asking for, 451, or 45 per- 
cent, of the total expansion, is for the Munich and Manila program 
centers. 

Senator McCarran. Has not Munich been a center before? 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, we are starting that this year. 

Senator McCarran. It seemed to me you had it last year and the 
year before. 

PROGRAMING FROM MUNICH 


Mr. Koutuer. No, sir. It has always been a radio relay base, in 
the sense that we have our transmitters there. But only during the 
past few months actually have we tried to develop programing from 
that center, which we attach on to the programing from here, much as 
you hear on the domestic radio. 

If you hear the world news round-up, the program will consist of a 
part from New York, a part from Washington, a part from overseas. 

In the same way we would propose to knit our program together 
from these centers. 

Senator McCarran. Where will that be beamed into from Munich? 
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Mr. Kouuer. The principal destination. We have in Munich a 
very powerful medium-wave transmitter and a battery of short- 
wave transmitters. % 

Senator McCarran. Where does it reach? 

Mr. Konver. “Munich is used almost entirely for programs behind 
the iron curtain. 

Senator McCarran. How far behind the iron curtain? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, the short wave to give us a lot of our coverage 
of the Soviet Union itself, and also to cover the eastern European 
satellites. 

The medium wave, which is a ground wave and does not extend 
so far, covers the satellite countries of Eastern Europe and reaches 
into the Ukraine and into western parts of the Soviet Union. 

Senator McCarran. Well, you are putting on a pretty good pro- 
gram now, are you not? 

Mr. Kou.umr. Yes, sir, we are, indeed. 


TOTAL EMPLOYEES 


Senator McCarran. With how many employees? 

Mr. Kouier. Our present employment in operations—— 

Senator McCarran. Is that not about 1,862 for the entire Division? 

Mr. Kouurr. It is less than that in the Division of Radio Programs, 
sir. Our present ceiling is 1,123 in that division, and we have approx- 
imately all of those on deck. 

Senator McCarran. Now, take that eleven-hundred-odd that 
you talk about. 

Mr. Kouuer. 1,123, sir. 

Senator McCarran. What do they do; just to get right down to 
brass tacks? Tell me what they do each day. 

Mr. Kouter. They create the radio programs. They write them. 

Senator McCarran. So you have eleven-hundred-odd_ writers, 
writing script? 

Mr. Kouuer. No, sir; not entirely. 


FUNCTIONAL BREAKDOWN 


Senator McCarran. What do they do? You said they write the 
program. I ask: ‘‘Do you have 1,100 writers?” You say ‘‘ No.” 
Now, tell me what they do. 

Mr. Konter. Well, sir, they are divided roughly in this way. I 
think it is probably the easiest way to understand the method of the 
operation. 

There is a Central Services Section, which consists of a newsroom, 
of the wire room, from which we get our wire services, from which we 
get the Federal Broadcast Intelligence Service, from which we get 
State Department cables, and so forth. There is then a battery of 
writers connected with that. 

Senator McCarran. First, as to the newsroom: Why does that 
exist? That is, in connection with the script writing. 

Mr. Kounuer. That exists because of the fact that I think our most 
useful thing, our one most useful thing, in radio programs, is the news. 
For example, 37 percent of all the radio programs that we put out 
consist of straight news reports. Behind the iron curtain, the percent- 
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age is even higher. There we have an almost exact balance betwee) 
news itself, straight news, and political commentary and analyses. 

So that the news, then, is Pprovided—it is teletyped—from this 
Central Service to all of our 46 language services that we have on the 
air today, and it serves them as their basic material for the preparation 
of their own news program, which will be selected and tailored. 


NEWSROOM PERSONNEL 


Senator McCarran. How many personnel are in this newsroom? 

Mr. Kouusr. | would have to supply that exact figure for the 
record. 

Senator McCarran. 1 want to know. How many in each one of 
these various divisions? Give me an estimate, to save time. 

Mr. Kouter. The newsroom, which operates 24 hours a day, 
days a week, I would think would have about 80 people. 

Senator McCarran. Eighty people. 

Mr. Konuer. On the staff, yes. 

Senator McCarran. That is in this newsroom. 

Mr. Konuer. That is in the newsroom, ves. 

Senator McCarran. That is about all that you can use in there, is 
it not? 

Mr. Kouurr. We are not proposing to expand that, sir. Actually, 
in expanding our program, in the expansion of program that we are 
asking for, we will greatly benefit by the fact that we have alread) 
created and developed these central services. 

Senator McCarran. All right. You have just about all that you 
can use in this newsroom. 

Mr. Kou.er. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Now let us go to the next step. You have 
80 people there. What is the next contingent? 


‘ 


COMMENTARY AND FEATURES SECTION 


Mr. Kouver. Well, sir, continuing with the Central Section, which 
feeds a lot of the basic material to the desks, we have there, as you 
would have in a magazine or in a large radio station, Commentary and 
Features Sections. 

Senator McCarran. How many are involved in commentary and 
features? ‘That is one set-up, is it not, commentary and features? 

Mr. Konuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Now, how many are involved in that? How 
many are employed? Put it that way. 

Mr. Kouter. This, too, will be an estimate that I would be glad to 
correct for the record, but I would say it runs about 60 people. 

Senator McCarran. That is 80 and 60. All right. 

Mr. Koun.er. I might tell you that those, for example, consist of the 
political commentators, economic commentators, agricultural and 
labor commentators, a dramatic section, special projects, an ideological 
advisory unit, an operations intelligence unit, a religious editor. 

Senator McCarran. We will call them all commentators for con- 
venience sake. 

Mr. Kouuer. Yes, sir. They are writers. 

Senator McCarran. Allright. Let us get to the next group. 
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SPECIAL EVENTS SECTION 


Mr. Koutuer. Also serving the entire operation is what is known as 
the Special Events Section. 

Senator McCarran. A Special Events Section. How many are in 
that section? 

Mr. Kouter. They would run about 15. 

Senator McCarran. About 15? 

Mr. Kou.er. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Special Events. All right. What do they 
do? 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, they are the people who cover meetings; 
for example, when we send a team to cover the general assembly 
or the United Nations or a team to go out and to interview persons 
of foreign origin, and communities in this country, they cover that 
kind of event. They take live recordings on tape and on platters. 

| think you, here in Washington, have seen a lot of the domestic 
people operating, and also you have seen our people having inter- 
views, Which are then ready to go into the final radio programs. 

Senator McCarran. All right. That is the principal work of that 
Division? 

Mr. Kouuer. That is right, sir. 

Senator McCarran. All right. What is the next one? 

Mr. Kouter. Those are the principal people in the Central Services. 


LANGUAGE SERVICES 


Then you go to the Language Services. 

Senator McCarran. That is 155 people? 

Mr. Kounxter. That would be approximately right, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Approximately. What becomes of the rest of 
the 1,100? Where are they? 

Mr. Kounuer. Well, sir, they are in 46 radio broadcasting services, 
46 different languages that we broadcast in. 

Senator McCarran. Where are they located? 

Mr. Kouier. The people we have just been talking about are 
located at the present time entirely in New York City. 

Senator McCarran, Entirely in New York City? 

Mr. Kouter. With the exception of the recently established and 
still very small program operation that we have attached on at 
Munich. 

Senator McCarran. So you have about a thousand people to 
account for. And assuming your figure of 1,100 is about right, you 
have accounted for 155; so you have about a thousand people involved 
in languages. 

Mr. Konter. That is right. There is one other rather large seg- 
ment, 

Senator McCarran. Those are interpreters, are they not? Or 
linguists, rather? 

WRITERS 


Mr. Konuer. No, sir; they are writers. They are 46 broadcasting 
services. The people we have talked about to date, the Central 
Services, really provide the material, the raw material, which can be 
used by these separate language services. 
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Mr. Humetsine. Why can you not, Mr. Kohler, take one of these 
things and describe it? 

Senator McCarran. I do not want to be captious, but by this 
time, it would seem to me that the rawness must have been taken out 
of this thing, and the commentators ought to purify it a little bit. 
And the special event boys ought to bring the material to the point 
of nearly getting it down to the sugar. 

Mr. Koutuer. No, sir. That is all raw material. 

Just to put it in some perspective, the total output of every day will 
reach to about 125 separate programs. 

Senator McCarran. I want to stay with the subject, please. | 
want to get into this thousand that has not been accounted for. Let 
us go into it. You say they are in New York. Now, how many are 
transmitting in the Russian language, for instance? 

Mr. Konter. Well, sir, I have the tables here now. I can give 
you more exact figures on all of this. 

Senator McCarran. All right. 


RESEARCH LIBRARY AND MORGUE 


Mr. Kouuer. There is one very large unit that I have not men- 
tioned, in the Central Services itself, which is the research library 
and morgue. 

Senator McCarran. The research library and morgue? 

Mr. Kou.er. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. How many are in the morgue? I am in- 
terested in that. 

Mr. Kouuer. These are not totaled. 

Senator McCarran. Give me an estimate. That is all right. 

Mr. Kouuer. It runs about 40 people, I would say. I can give 
you an exact reply, sir. 

Senator McCarran. All right. We will make that 40 people; 
that is 195 out of 1,100. 

Now I want to get to the rest of them. These others are all in 
New York? 

Mr. Kouuer. Yes, sir. 


OVERSEAS SERVICES BRANCH 


Let me give you, then, before we go to the language desks, another 
very large segment of the organization, of that particular Division; 
and that is the Overseas Services Branch of that Division, Those 
are the people who backstop, who prepare transcribed programs and 
scripts and material for local field programing. That is, they are the 
backstopping element for all of the USIE missions overseas who are 
making local radio programs and placing transcribed programing on 
local radio stations. 

Senator McCarran. What do you mean by local radio stations? 

Mr. Konuer. That is, abroad. 

Senator McCarran. Abroad? 

Mr. Kou.er. Yes, sir; in the various countries, in France, in 
Italy, in the countries of Latin America. They are the field service, 
sir. 
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Senator McCarran. The field service. And their material is 
beamed into certain localities. Is that right? 

Mr. Kouver. Yes, sir. Their material is entirely produced by 
transcription. That is, they are on records or they are on tape. 
They are then sent to the USIE in a given post, and those programs 
are play ed exclusively on the local radio or the local network. But 
that is a large section, too, and I would have to estimate the total 
number there; but it would run, | should think, about 75 people. 

Senator McCarran. Sev enty-five. What would you call that? 

Mr. Konuer. The Overseas Services Branch of this particular 
Division. 

Senator McCarran. All right. 

Mr. Kouuer. Those are the major operational units. 

Senator McCarran. That is 270 people. 


BROADCASTING STATIONS 


Mr. Kouuer. Yes, sir. Now we have 46 real broadcasting stations 
to talk about. And in that connection, sir, | would like to read to 
you, and I think it may be helpful to the committee, as to an under- 
standing of how this set-up goes, an excerpt from the annual report of 
the NBC. 

Senator McCarran. Never mind that. Let us take 1 of these 
broadcasting stations out of the 46. And tell me how many of these 
people there are in one of the broadcasting stations. 

Mr. Kouter. All right, sir. I have them all here. 

Mr. Hume sine. Take the Czech list. 

Mr. Kouter. This is the Czechoslovakian service, for example, in 
which we have 17 regular full-time employees. 

Senator McCarran. Seventeen? 

Mr. Kouter. Yes, sir. Those consist of editors, a special events 
officer there, who works with the Central Special Events Unit, radio 
script writers, translator secretaries, and clerk-typists. 

Now, to fill out that picture, I should say that that is the desk itself 
only, who produce the material for the radio program. 

The making of a radio program involves other people, too. It in- 
volves the Production Section, people who see the programs on the 
air, produce the shows, as it is referred to in the radio business. 

Senator McCarran. I am trying to clarify the situation. Starting 
way up here, you had the newsroom. They correlated and got to- 
gether the news that came in. Then you have the commentators. 
They took the news iia ‘ed in the newsroom and commented on it. 
Then you have the special events group, and then you have the re- 

search library and morgue outfit, and now you are getting down to, 
you say, the producers 

What are these other fellows doing up here? 

Mr. Kouter. What other fellows, sir? 

Senator McCarran. News, special events, morgue, and so on. 

Mr. Konuer. Yes, sir. They provide the basic material, not all 
of the material by any manner of means, on which the separate broad- 
casting services base their programs. 
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PRODUCTION OF SCRIPT 


Senator McCarran. Then these people who are engaged in the 
46 broadcasting stations are the ones who produce the script? Is that 
where the scripts are produced? 

Mr. Kouuer. That is'where the final script is produced that goes 
on the air; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. That script, then, is sent to the various 
stations and put out over the air? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, that is put out over the air out of New York 
direct. 

Senator McCarran. Put out over the air out of New York? 

Mr. Kou er. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. They produce it and put it on a tape? 

Me. Kouuer. No, sir. It is put out live. Now, this desk is the 
one that prepares the radio program, the material in final seript form 
in the language of the target audience and in the idiom of the target 
audience; it is prepared to go on the air. But a radio show from paper 
to the mouth, that goes into che microphone, requires production and 
requires announcing. The figures I] gave you for the Czech list as 
an illustration do not include announcers. We do not employ an- 
nouncers on a full-time basis. So that the production of the show 
is a matter that is worked out between the Production Section and 
the desk. 

QUESTION OF UNIONIZATION 


Senator McCarran. Are these people all organized? Are they 
union labor people? 

Mr. Kou.er. No, sir; they are not. 

Senator McCarran. None at all? 

Mr. Kouter. None. 

Senator McCarran. Can an announcer put a program over the 
air? 

Mr. Koutrr. No, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Why not? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, he does put it over the air, but if I have the 
intent of your question, in other words, he could put on—— 

Senator McCarran. I want to see how much segregation you have 
got. A painter could not come in here and fix that door hinge, under 
existing conditions. I want to see if you have the same conditions 
prevailing there. 

Mr. Kouuer. Oh, yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. In other words, a man who is an announcer-— 

Mr. Kouter. Is an announcer. As a matter of fact, we rarely 
employ him as a person. We buy his voice. That is what that 
amounts to. 

Senator McCarran. You buy his voice. 

Iam reminded of an incident that happened when I was a kid on 
the range. We had an old fellow who had worked on the range for 
many years, and he had one habit. That was that whatever you 
started him at in the morning, he would stay with all day. He would 
not do anything else. 

One day we got a cow stuck in the mud, and my dad told me to get 
this fellow and get him to help me pull it out of the mud. 
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I went to see him, and I asked him to help me, but I got the reply, 
“When I handle turnips, I handle turnips. When I onli cows out of 
the mud, I pull cows out of the mud.” 

Mr. Kouuer. I think that has a rather wider application these 
days, sir. 

Mr. Humetsine. Who got the cow out of the mud? 

Senator McCarran. Your humble servant helped to get her out. 
Anyway, let us get back to this. You want to increase this number. 
Where are you going to house the people when you put on the 500 
more that you want to put on? 


FIVE LANGUAGES SCHEDULED 


Mr. Kouuer. Of the people we are putting on, sir, only 46 are 
planned for New York. That is, we are cnly adding to our New York 
broadcast schedule these five new languages, and for those we are 
simply asking for the people necessary. 

Senator Brings. What five new languages? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, sir you will find here that they are not finally 
selected. ‘There are 10 languages under consideration. 

Mr. Hume sine. What are the 10? 

Mr. Konter. They would be determined on the basis of political 
priority, and we would put on what we are ordered to put on. The 
languages presently under consideration are Swedish, Norwegian, 
Danish, Dutch, Flemish, Byelo-Russian, Marathi, Bengali, and 
Tamil, which are all languages of south Asia. The Indian Subconti- 
nent, and Swahili, which is the rather universal native language of the 
Continent of Africa. 

Senator Bripces. Why would we have to propagandize the Swedes 
and the Norwegians? 

Mr. Koxuuer. Well, sir, I say they are simply under consideration. 
Actually, the purposes of the program are such that they apply 
across the board to informing our enemies and our friends both, and 
in the question of developing western unity and that sort of thing, 
all means to that end are considered good. 

I may say the decisions on these languages, though, are made on 
the basis of political priorities, and we don’t just decide to go into a 
language and then do it. 


QUESTION OF LEASE OF BUILDING 


Senator McCarran. I had brought to my attention some months 
ago that there was a plan on foot to enter into a long-time leasing of 
certain buildings in New York. 

Mr. Kouuer. Of what, sir? 

Senator McCarran. Of certain buildings in New York, by this 
program of yours. Is that in contemplation now? 

Mr. Konuer. Yes, sir; we would like very much to have a build- 
ing. You may recall, sir, that 2 years ago 

Senator McCarran. Do you figure on this program being an 
interminable thing? In other words, are we going to set this up as 
a facility in our Government for perpetuity? 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, I don’t know what you have in mind by 








perpetuity, but I must say 
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Senator McCarran. Well, if you are trying to acquire property 
on a long-time lease in New York, you must have something in mind, 
Now, what is it? 

Mr. Kouter. I think the need for this program will continue for a 
long time, sir. 


QUESTION OF NECESSITY FOR BUILDING 


Senator McCarran. Suppose this trouble between ourselves and 
the Communists were to come to an end, either by war or by any of 
the other means of bringing it to an end. Would you still continue 
with this program? 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, that is a supposition that I would not 
make, myself. 

Senator McCarran. Is that the plan upon which you are now 
trying to acquire property in New York? 

Mr. Konter. Well, sir, I think it is an assumption that this 
program is a regularly authorized and established program, a fixed, 
firm tool for achieving our objectives internationally, and that it is 
a part of our conduct of foreign affairs. 

Senator McCarran. It is designed for the purpose of trying to 
assist those people who are in bondage, to show them the way out; 
and when, as, and if they succeed in getting themselves out of bond- 
age, or we aid them in getting out of bondage, does not that put an 
end to this foolish expenditure on the part of our Government? 

Mr. Humetstne. From the Department’s standpoint, I think it is 
obvious, Mr. Chairman, that if we get a normalization of our relations 
with Russia, this program would drop down. 

Senator McCarran. I think, though, you may have some others 
in your Department who are of a different view. That is what I am 
getting at. 

When I saw there was a movement on foot to acquire property 
for an indefinite period in New York City, I rather marveled at it 
and wondered why it was. Now I get it from this gentleman that 
that is the plan, to continue with this program indefinitely regardless 
of whether we are fighting communism or not. Is that right? 

Mr. Konter. | wouldn’t say I subscribe to the last phrase. | 
think we do have a fight of some years on our hands, and as a matter of 
fact, 2 vears ago the Congress appropriated money for the purchase 
of a building for the information program in New York City. Fora 
number of reasons it was not realized, so that today we are operating 
under a severe handicap, in six different buildings in New York. 


REASON FOR NEW YORK LOCATION 


Senator Bripces. Why do we have to have these buildings there? 
Are not some of your buildings in the more expensive rental sections? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir; I am not an expert on New York real 
estate, but I would say this: That the principal reason for having 
the broadcasting activity in New York City is that you couldn't 
run it without recourse and access to the tremendous free-lance radio 
market that exists in New York. That is why all the chains are 
headquartered there. So that we are able to employ on a part-time 
basis the services of a lot of linguistic and writing talent. 
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So that the whole radio industry, not only the Voice of America 
but all the domestic industry, is Mawes more or less in the same 
general area of New York, in order to be able to employ these people. 

Senator McCarran. I want to draw the committee’s attention 
to something here. Here is a card that was evidently sent out, 
extending a ‘Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year from the 
Voice of America,” in a franked envelope. Sow many thousands of 
those were sent out? Do you know anything about it? 

Mr. Kouter. No, sir. 

Senator McCarran. The party who received it was in the Virgin 
Islands. He writes back: 

Oh, yeah? Iam furious that one penny of my income tax should be squandered 
on this foolishness. It is also one more reason that the Post Office Department 
always has a deficit, so that we have to pay more for legitimate letters. Must 
this sort of thing, this pork barrel, continue? Iam fed up with willy-nilly spending. 
I also object to spending the taxpayers’ money on radio broadcasts for the OPS. 
I have just received my income tax form for 1951-52, and I am horrified. 

That is a kind of a reaction you get. 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, I could look into that. I have no idea. 

Senator McCarran. You certainly did not do much good with that, 
no matter how many thousands you sent out. 

Senator McCarruy. What could the purpose of this be? 

Senator McCarran. We have had brought to our attention hun- 
dreds of instances of that kind. 

Mr. Konuer. The purpose could be a relationship between your 
listener and your radio station, which is a fairly important thing. 

I have no knowledge of what you have in your hand. 

Senator McCarruy. Are we propagandizing the Virgin Islands? 
Does the Voice of America beam programs to the Virgin Islands? 

Mr. Kouuer. We are audible on the Virgin Islands, yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Why? 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, because we are covering the world, and the 
Virgin Islands happen to be in it. We don’t do special programs for 
the Virgin Islands, if that is what you mean. 


SPECIAL PROGRAMS FOR SPAIN 


Senator McCartuy. Do you do special programs for Spain? 

Mr. Kouter. We do, indeed. 

Senator McCarruy. Why? You are not fighting communism in 
Spain, are you? 

Mr. Konurr. I think we are trying to encourage the Spanish to 
be on our side. 

Senator McCarran. You are what? Give me that answer again. 

Mr. Konter. We are trying to encourage the Spanish to be on 
our side and be friendly toward us. 

Senator McCarran. Did you ever hear they were not on our side? 

Mr. Konter. No, sir; I don’t suggest that. 

Senator McCartruy. Why do we spend money trying to propa- 
gandize the Spanish people? They have been begging to be on our 
side, and we have been saying “‘no.”’ What do you beam to Spain? 

Do you, for example, beam the statements made when Truman 
criticizes their Government? Do you beam that to Spain to make 
them friendly? 
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Mr. Konter. When the President speaks, we carry what he says: 
yes, sir. When someone speaks on the other side, if there is a problem 
of that nature, we will carry that. 

I think information itself is one of the basic parts of the propaganda 

Senator McCartuy. You do not really mean that you are trying to 
make the Spanish friendly to get them on our side, to beam to them 
at taxpayers’ expense a speech which the President makes criticizing 
their Government. That would be Communist propaganda; would 
it not? The Communists would beam it to them to make it un- 
friendly to us. Do you follow me on this? 

Mr. Kouuer. | follow you very well. 

Senator McCarrny. You are beaming a program to the Spanis), 
people at the taxpayers’ expense. You say it is to make them friendly 
to us. We mention the particular program in which the President 
vigorously criticizes their Government. Would it not be logical that 
the Communists would beam that to the Spanish people, to wean them 
away from us, rather than for us to pay to have it sent there? Or do 
you think that would make them friendly to us, if we criticize their 
Government? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, of course, that puts the finger on one of the 
difficulties of conducting a propaganda program in a democracy. It 
is a problem that we do tussle with. There is a certain amount of 
difference of opinion in this country which, for the sake of credibility, 
we cannot suppress. 

Senator McCarran. Why would you beam that into Spain? Did 
you ever travel through Spain? 

Mr. Kouter. No, sir, I have not. 

Senator McCarran. Well, let me tell you something. It would 
not do you any harm. 

If you go over to Spain and criticize Franco, you will find very 
little sympathy. 

Mr. Kouter. No, sir. I am not criticizing Franco. 

Senator McCarran. I know, but the Senator brings it out, where 
you did broadcast a program into Spain criticizing his Government 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, but in replying to him, I have to say that in 
the interest of credibility you cannot suppress a piece of news. The 
very fact that a statement of that nature might be seized upon and 
played up by your antagonist in the world arena is the very reason 
for you to carry it. 

Senator McCarran. It was not played up by your antagonist. 
It was put out through you. 

Now, where was your news room and your commentator and your 
special ‘events people when that was put over? Why did they not 
screen that out? Why did they not want to refuse to antagonize the 
Spanish people? 

I thought this was to set up a friendly program. 

Mr. Konter. Well, sir, you cannot gain friendship by failing to be 
frank, sir, I believe. I think it is a problem that we face in the case of 
not only Spain but many areas, where critical remarks as well as 
praising remarks are made. 
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REASON FOR BROADCASTS TO SPAIN 


Senator McCartuy. Why do you think it is necessary to put a 
special program into Spain? They have been begging to go along 
with us. They wanted to put an army in with us over in Europe. 
Why do you spend money in a program for Spain? It seems to me a 
tremendous waste of money; is it not? I can see where in some areas 
a good program can do an awful lot of good. Would you care to 
answer that? 

Mr. Kou.er. Yes, sir. First of all, I will say that [ am not wholly 
competent to answer, in the sense that I am the operator of an instru- 
ment, and I merely broadcast in languages what is decided upon on a 
political level that it is in the interest of the United States to broad- 
cast to a given target area. 

In the case of Spain, looking at it purely from the point of view of 
an operator, I will say that we have a tremendous and very friendly 
reaction to our Spanish programs. 

Senator McCarruy. From whom? From Franco’s government? 

Mr. Kouver. From the people, sir. That is one of the things 
about this instrument. 

Senator McCarruy. That phrase ‘the people” can mean almost 
anything, you know. I could see where you would have friendly 
reaction from a program strongly critical of the present regime from 
the extremely left-wing elements. So when you say ‘the people,” 
it does not mean much unless we know what people you are talking 
about. Have you objections that you have received from the Spanish 
Government to your programs? 

Mr. Koxuuer. None whatsoever. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you run a program into Argentina? 


RECEPTION IN SPAIN 


Mr. Konter. If I may give you a bit of detail on Spain, since that 
is the subject that has been raised, there are in Spain 1,434,000 radio 
sets; 1,150,000 of which are equipped for short wave. Our programs 
to Spain are short wave. We are going to Spain 5 hours and 15 
minutes per week. We have had a tremendous increase in audience 
mail out of Spain since the programs were inaugurated, from 4,400 
in 1949 to 31,000 in 1950, and 35,000 in 1951, and the demand for 
our program schedule there has gone from less than 200,000 in 1950 
to half a million in 1951. 


ARGENTINE PROGRAM 


Senator McCarruy. Do you have a program that goes to 
Argentina? 

Mr. Koster. We have a general Spanish-for-Latin-America 
program. 

The programs for Latin America are not beamed to separate 
countries, 

Senator McCarruy. Well, have the programs to Latin America 
been highly critical of the present Government of Argentina, the 
Perén regime? 

Mr. Konter. Obviously, there are a great many words connected 
with the answer to that question. I can only answer it in a general 
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way. The answer is that we have not played up criticism of the 
Argentine regime. We have carried it when it has come from official 
sources, but we have not made a great point of it. 

In the nature of things, the Spanish-to-Latin-America program 
must be a more general program. I will say that in Argentina we 
no longer have a local relay. Throughout Latin America, for ex- 
ample, there are hundreds of local stations that normally pick us up 
and rebroadcast us. 


ATTITUDE OF ARGENTINE GOVERNMENT 


Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, here is something I think of 
considerable interest to the Chair. And I may say that this is, some 
of this is, first-hand hearsay, and some second-hand hearsay, but fairly 
high grade—lI do not like to use the word “rumor’’; let us call it infor- 
mation. The information I have is that the present Government of 
Argentina has so thoroughly resented the Voice of America’s programs 
that they have ordered every radio station in Argentina to refuse to 
rebroadcast any Voice of America program in Argentina. If that is 
true, you are creating enemies down there instead of friends. You 
are not fighting communism by alienating a vast nation such as 
Argentina. And if that is correct, I just wonder who is responsible for 
it. 

So, may I ask this question: Is it correct that the Argentine Govern- 
ment has ordered its radio stations to refrain from rebroadcasting any 
Voice of America program? 

Mr. Kouusgr. I cannot confirm that they have issued such an order. 
I will say that the one big station at Buenos Aires which was picking 
us up and rebroadcasting us, no longer does so. 

Senator McCarruy. They no longer rebroadcast there? 

Mr. Kouter. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Did they tell you why they were cutting it off? 

Mr. Kouuer. I don’t believe so, but I would have to supply the 
detail on that. It was a couple of years ago. 


BROADCASTING CRITICIZED 


Senator McCarruy. Here is something that bothers me a great 
deal, Mr. Chairman. 

The Voice of America is supposed to be an instrument to fight 
communism. That is what we refer to it as on the floor of the Senate. 
That is why many people are in favor of voting money for it. 

Let us assume for the time being that you or I may not like the 
Government of Brazil, or the Government of Argentina, or the 
Government of Spain. It seems a vicious thing for a group running 
the Voice of America to decide because they do not like a particular 
regime to alienate that entire country, a country which is anti- 
Communist, and do it in the guise of fighting communism. We did 
not vote money for that. We did not vote money for you to proceed 
to alienate the Argentine Government. We may need them as allies 
badly. Likewise Spain and any other country. And I just wonder 
who is responsible for initiating the type of program that does that. 

Mr. Kouter. Senator, there is no vicious group in the Voice of 
America that decides the foreign policy of the United States. 
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Senator McCarrny. I did not say a vicious group. I said it is a 
vicious practice. 

Sometimes something can be vicious, though directed by very well 
meaning people, you understand. 

Some of your men may decide that the Argentine Government is a 
bad government, You might like to have them have a government 
like ours. But the point is that they are anti-Communist. We may 

need their help. No matter how well meaning, then, your people are, 
and no matter how much some of your men may dislike the Argentine 
Government, or no matter how well meaning that dislike may be, it 
just seems wrong to me. 


QUESTION OF POLICY 


Mr. Kouter. You are assuming that we make some kind of de- 
cisions with regard to the foreign policy of the United States. 

Senator McCarrny. Is it the foreign policy of the United States to 
beam into Latin America, into Argentina, programs that are unfriendly 
to the Government of Argentina, one of the largest nations in South 
America? ‘To beam into Latin America a program that alienates the 
second largest nation of South America: is that Government policy? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, 1 don’t make that, and I am not competent 
to reply to that question. 

Senator McCarruy. In any event, we agree we have done that. 
We have beamed programs in there that have alienated them to the 
extent that their radio stations no longer relay your programs. 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, 1 don’t know that it necessarily means 
that we have alienated that regime, and it certainly doesn’t neces- 
sarily follow that we have ali nated the Argentine people. On the 
other hand, for them to carry our program is a rather positive thing, 
and I think it is quite likely that the radio program of the Voice of 
America is not one that the Government in Argentina would seek 
to carry. 

You see, this is a friendly gesture, when you carry a radio program 
of a foreign nation. 

Senator McCarruy. They were carrying it up until the time your 
programs became offensive to the point where the ‘y cut them off? 

Mr. Kouxer. Well, sir, I will have to check the date. It may be 
that that program w ent off shortly after the change of government. 
It was a couple of years ago. 


QUESTION OF MORE FACILITIES TO BROADCAST TO ARGENTINA 


Senator McCarruy. Let me ask you this. Do your plans for 
building include any radio stations which will be beaming material 
into Argentina? In other words, are you trying to offset the loss of 
the local radio stations in Argentina? 

Mr. Konuer. Our present plans do not. As you may realize, our 
principal job—and all of our jobs are established on a priority basis— 
we start with the iron curtain being our principal job, and 45 percent 
of our programing is done behind the iron curtain, and some 66 percent 
of our physical effort, that is, the transmitters that deliver the pro- 
gram, are devoted to iron curtain programing. We have no plans not 
in that order of priority. Latin America has a low priority. And our 
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plans facilitieswise do not include any plans to strengthen our facili- 
ties in Latin America. 

Senator McCarrny. Let me ask you this: If you were given all of 
the money that you have asked for, would that mean that you would 
build or repair or enlarge any of your pbysical facilities in South 
America, in Latin America? 

Mr. Konter. None of the money in the present budget is for any 
expansion of facilities in Latin America or directed to Latin America. 

You remember, sir, we talked about a year ago about the over-all 
long-range facilities plan. That does include the addition of 1 out of 
20 facilities projects, to improve the delivery of our signal to Latin 
America. But that is not being asked for this year at all. 

Senator McCarruy. You have no radio stations in Argentina at 
all that relay your programs? Is that right? 

Mr. Kouter. That is correct as of now. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you have any stations in Spain that relay 
your programs? 

Mr. Kouuer. We do not. 

Senator McCarray. Did you ever have any? 

Mr. Kon.er. Never did have any. I will amend that slightly, 
that I am talking about the relay of our direct program. The USIE 
mission at Madrid bas placed a number of transcribed programs on 
the various Spanish stations. 


REASON FOR SOUTH AMERICAN ANTAGONISM 


Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I assume the staff is very 
busy, but one of the things J would appreciate very much, if they 
have time, would be to have someone assigned the task of going 
over the Latin-American broadcasts and the broadcast to Spain. 
I just wonder what has been beamed to those countries which has 
apparently antagonized them to the extent that none of their radio 
stations are relaving any Voice of America programs. And as I say, 
I do not know how busy the staff is, but I think it would be very 
valuable if we could get sort of a spot check, if that could be done 

Senator McCarran. I do not know how far we could go with it, 
but we will take that up and see what we can do. 

Mr. Humetsine. That does not apply to Spain, because the local 
Spanish stations, even, are carrying the programs. 

Senator McCarran. Going back to our inquiry as to the distribu- 
tion of personnel, the request was for a thousand increase. 


HOUSE ALLOWANCE 


The House did not allow you that. The House allowed you an 
increase of how many? Under the allocation of the House allowance, 
there were six less than this year. 

Mr. Kouter. They made no specific cut in the personnel, no. 

Senator McCarran. The House allowed you $86 million. And of 
that, $21,834,000 was allocated to this progrem. 

Now, let me ask you: That would be practically the same number 
in personnel that you have in the current year? 

Mr. Konter. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Now, you can carry on this program you have 
with that number? 
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Mr. Koucver. In terms of personnel, that is true, that we could 
carry on at the present level without adding the new languages and 
without strengthening the program by the addition of Munich and 
Manila radio program centers. 

We could carry on with that figure in personnel. 

Senator McCarrax. You could put in the Munich center by 
eliminating some of the other programs, could you not? 

Mr. Kouuer. It would be possible; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. If Munich was a vital point, which it is, and 
some of the other programs in the other countries were less vital, 
you could eliminate them, and carry on with Munich? Is that right? 


QUESTION OF NECESSITY 


Mr. Kouter. Yes, sir, but it would not be proportionate. 

Senator McCarran. I do not care about the proportion. I am 
talking about the necessity. Necessity is the thing that we have got 
to deal with here every minute, necessity with reference to money, 
necessity with reference to the most advantageous point to do the 
best work. 

Now, Munich is certainly one of your advantageous points and will 
be for some time to come if 1 am not mistaken. 

That being true, more effort could be put into Munich and less into 
some Others that are less vital. In other words, you would not have 
to broadcast into Ireland at any time. They are always loyal to 
democracy. You would not have to broadcast into Spain, because 
Spain is the one country in the world where they have licked the 
Communists. 

Mr. Konter. We would, of necessity, not be able to do the program 
at Munich that we had contemplated in any sense. In trying to 
figure whether we could possibly operate with a cut like this, we had 
to conclude that all we could do would be to add about six languages, 
and only an hour and 45 minutes a day from Munich, that is, to put 
them in there. 

PROGRAMING FROM MUNICH 


Senator McCarran. If Congress directed you to put your effort 
into Munich, you could do it, could you not? 

Mr. Konter. Yes, sir. We would do anything the Congress 
directed. I will say that, sir. I would think that Congress would 
not direct such a move. 

Senator McCarran. I do not see why it would not. 

Mr. Kouuer. It would be uneconomic, in terms of how you can do 
radio programs. 

Senator McCarran. You have a vital point there, one of the most 
vital points in the world. 

Mr. Konter. Yes, sir, and I very much want to do programing from 
Munich, but at best it has to be a supplementary type of programing, 
because you do not have available in Munich all the resources of policy 
information, of news services, of the writing talents and the general 
linguistic talents, that are essential for the basic programing. That 
is, the purpose at Munich was to add on a very sharp type of program- 
ing that you could get by exploiting somewhat limited but nevertheless 
very valuable program resources to be found in and around Munich 
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at the present time; the DP’s, the displaced persons, and the defectors, 
and things like that. 

For example, we had barely started the operation at Munich when 
the Freedom Train—— 

Senator McCarran. What do you have to do with the DP’s? 

Mr. Konter. Well, sir, they provide a pool of linguistic and 
information talent that we can use. 

For example, they are fresh out of the country. Their language is 
very good. Their knowledge of the situation is good. Their reasons 
for coming out are frequently extremely good, and we like to interview 
them and get those reasons put back to the people still behind the 
iron curtain. 

Senator McCarran. Are they so far removed from Munich that 
you could not make their services available? 

Mr. Konunr. No, sir. That is the purpose in going to Munich, to 
be able to exploit those resources of programing. 

Senator McCarran. Why, certainly. 

Mr. Konter. On the other hand, your basic news program, your 
political commentary, your general commentary programing, you 
could not do from Munich, because the program facilities do not 
exist there now. 

Senator McCarran. Where do you do that from now? 

Mr. Kounuer. We do it from New York, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Sure you do. Could you not do it in New 
York and transmit it to Munich and from there disseminate it? 

Mr. Konuer. Yes, sir; but that would not change the need for 
people in New York in that case. 

Senator McCarran. I am understanding that New York is not 
going to be in existence very much longer as far as that part of the 
program is concerned. I am very glad to hear it. Because I think it 
should be brought here to Washington where it belongs. 


RADIO SCRIPT PREPARED BY DR. OVERSTREET 
(See also pp. 1076-1078) 


Dr. Compton, may I address a question to you, please? 

Last time I met with you I called to your attention a letter from 
Senator Knowland, in which he called my attention to the fact that 
the Voice of America had agreed to use some radio script prepared 
by Dr. Harry A. Overstreet. Senator Knowland attached to his 
letter information he had secured from the House Un-American 
Activities Committee relative to Dr. Overstreet’s activities in Com- 
munist-front organizations. 

You stated you would look into the matter, and I wonder if you are 
prepared to comment on it now? 

First of all, who was responsible for choosing this material? 

Have these scripts been used? And if so, where? If not, will they 
be used? What procedure is used to screen script writers and others 
whose material you use? 

Dr. Compton. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. I am prepared to answer 
that. 

This material which was referred to in the letter which you read into 
the record last Thursday was offered to the Information Administra- 
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tion without charge, and it has been reviewed. It has been reviewed 
by two agencies of the Administration, one, the Voice of America, and 
the other, the International Press Service. 

This 1 believe is a syndicated program, in which Dr. and Mrs. 
Overstreet were participants. They were among a large number. 

In the Voice of America there have been some uses made of the 
syndicated material, which has been pretty broadly used in this 
country. But that did not include the use by the Voice of America of 
the contributions of Dr. and Mrs. Overstreet. In the International 
Press Service, there has been no use made of it. 

And to answer your third question, Mr. Chairman, there will be no 
use made of the material of Dr. and Mrs. Overstreet. 

Senator McCarran. All right. 


MATERIAL NOT USED 


Senator McCarruy. Do I understand that none of their material 
has been used in any shape or form by the Voice of America? 

Dr. Compron. None of the material of Dr. or Mrs. Overstreet, 
either one. Some of the material in that composite syndicate of which 
they were a part has been used. But that use does not include any 
part relating to or identified by Dr. Overstreet. 

Mr. Konuer. I just wanted to supplement that. Dr. Compton’s 
statement is correct. We did not use the transcriptions, the record- 
ings, of either Dr. or Mrs. Overstreet. However, out of the many 
programs which were presented, we did make available scripts based 
upon the content of their contributions to this long series, which, 
incidentally, included John Foster Dulles and Helen Keller, Herbert 
Hoover, Fulton Oursler, and a lot of people. It was made by Ec 
Murrow of CBS. That material was made available and was used, 
the material itself, by eight of our language services. 

Senator McCarruy. Eight of your what? 

Mr. Konuer. Eight of our language services. 

Senator McCarruy. Eight of your language services used material 
furnished by this Dr. Overstreet? 

Mr. Kouuter. That is correct. 

Senator McCarruy. And are you still using it? 

Mr. Kouuer. No, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. When did you quit? 

Senator McCarran. Now, there is a confusion there, if I under- 
stand rightly. 

Dr. Compton says it was not used. You say it was used. 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, it is a technical confusion, sir. 

Senator McCarran. You involve it in your answer so that it is 
anything but clear. 

Mr. Konter. Dr. Compton’s statement was correct. 

Senator McCarran. He said it had not been used. 

Mr. Kouuer. That Dr. Overstreet and Mrs. Overstreet had not 
been used. That is correct in the sense that these programs were 
offered to us by the sponsoring businessmen as of possible use. There 
were scores of them. They have been going on in domestic radio 
stations for weeks. The transcriptions of Dr. Overstreet or Mrs. 
Overstreet were not used on the Voice of America. 
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On the other hand, scripts from those records were reviewed in » 
series that was made available to our 46 language desks. 

Senator McCarran. Were they used? 

Mr. Konuer. They were used by eight of the desks; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Then would it be right to say ‘that’ the doctor 
is not properly informed when he gave the answer that they had no: 
been used? 

Mr. Kouter. No, sir, I think he simply did not develop for you thc 
difference between the use of the series as it appeared over the do- 
mestic radio stations and the use of material from the series as pro- 
vided to our desks. 

Senator McCarran. Well, all that does to me is merely to confuse 
it. That is all. The doctor’s answer was right from the shoulder 
That is what I like to get. But your answer is not. I get it from you 
that it was used. 

Senator Brincrs. Then the doctor is wrong. 


QUESTION OF STATEMENT OF FACT 


Dr. Compton. If it was used, then, Mr. Chairman, my statement 
was wrong. 

Senator McCarran. I do not want to say it was wrong. I want it 
straight. You gave us a straight answer. 

Senator McCartruy. But one that was wrong. I would rathe: 
have a confused answer that was right. 

Senator McCarran. I still think the doctor was misinformed 
That is what I think. 

Ur. Compton. The information given to me was that nothing 
attributed to either Dr. or Mrs. Overstreet had been used at any time 
that all of the material contributed had been made available by this 
syndicate represented by Edward R. Murrow called This I Believe 
I think that is the identification of it—participated in by a great 
number of people; but that the Overstreet material,itself had not “been 
used, and that nothing identified by the name, Overstreet, had been 
used, 

Now, am I right, or am I wrong, about that? It was not used in 
the International Press Service. Of that Iam assured by Mr. Arnot 
the Assistant Administrator. 

Senator McCarran. It is getting worse as we go along. But the 
point is that it was used by eight of your language desks. 

Mr. Konuer. The material was used by eight of our language 
desks. The recording, as such, was not used, in our English Service 

Senator McCarran. Do you not ever make a check upon the people 
that contribute, and if you find a man belongs to a vast number ot! 
Communist fronts, is engaged in Communist activities, does that not 
interest you? 

Mr. Konuer. It does, indeed. And we do the best job we can to 
check. We have available the record of the House committee and 
things like that. 

In this case, I will say that we may have slipped from our norma! 
procedures. 

But the programs offered to us were so highly sponsored by such 
reputable and responsible people that we did not check the individua! 
participants. 
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As you may know, there are half a hundred programs in this series 
of very outstanding people. They are sponsored on a noncommercial 
basis by the subscription of outstanding businessmen and business 
organizations. They were developed by Mr. Paley of CBS, and Ed 
Murrow of CBS. 

And I will add only this thought: That we never knowingly use 
anyone of doubtful loyalty, but that we never use any mater ial, what- 
ever its source, that we have not screened. 

I have the material right here, which you could look at. 


USE OF MATERIAL OF QUESTIONABLE AUTHOR 


Senator McCarruy. Let me ask you this: Do you have any test, 
not insofar as the material is concerned,’ but insofar as the author is 
concerned, as to whether or not you would use this material? If, for 
example, you find that he had been affiliated with, say, five organiza- 
tions Officially listed as fronts for the Communist Party, would you 
use his material if the material looked good to you? 

Mr. Kouuer. The answer to that, speaking for the radio operation, 
is ‘‘No.’”’ Obviously, our facilities for screening are limited. 

We have a committee which tries to keep a list of all the names. 

On the other hand, | would not say that we never slip, in the sense 
of the source of the material. 

We use nearly 4,000 items a year for which we have copyright and 
other proprietary inter est clearance. 


MAGAZINE ‘‘AMERIKA”’ 


Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question 
on another subject here. 

Do you still put out the book, Amerika? 

Mr. Konuer. The magazine, you mean? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. Kouuer. That is out of my Department. 

Mr. Humetsing, That is not in this witness’ jurisdiction. 

Senator McCarruy. Is that being put out yet? 

Mr. HumeEtstne. Yes, sir, it still is, I understand. 

Senator McCarruy. You will get into that later on, I understand. 

Mr. Humeusine. Yes, sir. 1 think we will be prepared to talk about 
that probably off the record to you. 

Senator McCarran. The staff went to some extent into this, and 
Mr. McDonnell had some observations I would like to have him 
pursue now. 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH T. McDONNELL, LEGISLATIVE ASSISTANT 
TO SENATOR McCARRAN 


REPORT ON PROGRAM REVIEW 


Mr. McDonnett. Mr. Chairman, you remember at your request 
we were instructed to take a few samplings of the radio scripts that 
were being sent out. We chose at random two dates during the 

j uns i 
months of January, February, and March of this year. There is no 
significance as to the dates at all. And we read the scripts for those 
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days and in reading them, certain thoughts occurred at the time 
which we noted down. 

The first observation that we made, in reading the news broadcasts, 
was that there was too much “abject objective” reporting. It was 
strictly abject and strictly objective. I have a few samples that we 
selected. 

Senator GREEN. I do not understand the use of the word “abject” 
as distinct from “objective.” 

Mr. McDonne tt. Abject, Senator, from the standpoint that we 
got the impression that there was no leadership in presenting the 
news to the world in the most favorable light to ourselves. In other 
words, it was not objective but abject, bowing down. 

Senator Green. Is that a virtue or a vice, according to your view? 

Mr. McDonne .t. In this program, I would say that is a vice. 

Senator McCarran. Go ahead. You have got the Senator 
studying now. 

Mr. McDonneE tt. For example, in treating with the truce talks, in 
the 6-day script as we read it, there was always the thought running 
clear through the thing that the Reds’ proposals were put first. We 
were placed in the position of always waiting on the Reds, of always 
waiting for them to either accept our proposals or make new proposals. 

No opportunity was used, in our opinion, to seize on the fact that 
the Reds were delaying truce talks, and so forth. 

It read very much like some of the radio news broadcasts sound, 
where they make very sure to explain, on the part of the sponsor, 
that no comments are offered whatsoever, but instead, just the raw 
material. 

Senator McCarrnuy. In other words, I understand your study of 
those broadcasts to indicate that we failed to explain to the people 
of the world that the Reds were at fault in Korea, and they were the 
ones holding up the truce negotiations, and not the Americans. 

Mr. McDonne t. Yes, sir. 


EXAMPLES OF SCRIPT 


For example, not the statements, but this type of presentation ran 
through these scripts. This is dated February 14. 


There'll be another plenary session of the Korean armistice negotiations on 
Saturday. At that time, the Reds have promised to present their revised pro- 
posals regarding a post-armistice conference on Korean political questions. 

Meanwhile, staff officers have begun work at Panmunjom on the final draft of 
points already agreed on prisoner exchange. Some progress was reported. 

The Communists agreed to a U. N. demand that the functions of Red Cross 
inspection teams be spelled out in detail in the proposed truce agreement. And the 
Communists also agreed to a U. N. suggestion that joint Red Cross groups be 
allowed to accompany prisoners on their trips from camps to Panmunjom, where 
the prisoner exchange will take place. 

However, the key question in the prisoners issue—that of voluntary repatria- 
tion—still is not settled. 


Again: 
oe 


The Communists want a post-armistice conference on Korea’s political future to 
include other far-eastern matters. And while the U. N. has agreed in principle 
to postarmistice talks, the U. N. wants such talks limited to Korean issues. 


Again, from the February 14 broadcast: 


Meanwhile, Ceylon’s Minister for Industry—G. Ponnambalam—has reported 
on Soviet efforts to get raw materials from Ceylon at the recent Rangoon meeting 
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of the U. N. economic commission for Asia and the Far East. The Minister says 
that the Soviet Union offered to trade machinery for Ceylon’s raw materials. But 
he said this offer would be acceptable only if the Soviets would grant C eylon the 
right to inspect such machinery during manufacture. He noted that this right is 
granted by other countries sending capital goods to Ceylon. 

The thought that occurred to us was: Why not a comment made on 
the record of Soviet dealing with other countries? 

Again, from the same day, the same broadcast: 

Reports reac hing Hong Kong tell of the mass burning of books in Communist 
China. The reports describe the Communist action as the greatest destruction 
of books since the Emperor Chin Shih tried to wipe out the classics 2,000 years ago. 

Here again, there could have been drawn a parallel. 

Senator GREEN. Could have been drawn what? 

Mr. McDonne tt. A parallel could have been drawn with Hitler’s 
actions in Germany in burning books, but this was, in my opinion, 
just a raw pr esentation of that item. There was no propaganda made 
of it, no propaganda use made for our own side. 


TYPE OF MATERIAL BEAMED 


Running through these scripts, as far as the music section goes, 
the question occurred as to why Negro songs and spirituals Werss 
always beamed to the Far East. W hat does this prove? Is it the 
rationale that we are broad-minded about different colored races? 

One of the things that prompted that question was Burl Ives’ 
singing “‘Hound Dog, Bay at the Moon’’, beamed to the Far East. 
Now, maybe that would prove something, but IT don’t know whacs. 

Senator McCarruy. Let me ask this, if 1 may. What is the pur 
pose of that type of a newscast, which seems to lean over backwara 
to present the Communists in their most favorable light? Or maybe 
you and I would disagree. 

Mr. Konter. Maybe we would disagree on that, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. Would it not appear to you that we were 
being extremely generous to the Communist viewpoint in presenting 
that news? Or would you differ on that? 

Mr. Kouuer. I wouldn’t say so, particularly. If you want me to 
make some observations at that point, sir, on what has been said so 
far, [ would be glad to try. 

Senator McCarran. He has two more things he wants to read. 


NEWS BROADCASTING 


Mr. McDonne tu. In these scripts, Mr. Chairman, the news is 
treated either as straight news reporting or as quotes from com- 
mentators’ columns or editorial sections of the day’s news when the 
broadcast occurs. 

It struck us that these quotes from the newspapers in these 6 days 
of sampling over the 3 months’ period were pretty generally limited 
to the New York Times, the New York Herald Tribune. and the 
Washington Post. I made no count of them, but I could go back 
and count that. 

And when we had read the 6 days’ scripts, at least my impression 
was that America consists of New York, Washington, and a bare 
mention once in a while of Chicago. 


71 
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As an example, Mr. Kohler, the commentator, in quoting from the 
editorial section, said this in a broadcast on February 13: 

A somewhat different line is taken by the Washington Post, in the Nation’. 
capital. This paper does not give its unqualified approval to Admiral Joy’: 
contention that the Chinese Communist regime does not qualify, by its own 
criteria, to participate in a conference of nations involved in the Korean war. 
The Post concedes, of course, that the entire past propaganda line of the Com- 
munists invited this challenge. But it expresses the view that any peace settle- 
ment in Korea cannot be made without the participation of China, Korea’s closest 
neighbor. 

Now, trying to place that statement in the locale that this is a 
propaganda organization, that that is its main function, and not to 
sell impartial news to the world, I don’t see what is gained by a 
statement such as the one just read. 

Senator McCartuy. Would you read that, again? 

Mr. McDonne tt. Yes, sir. This is from the broadcast of February 
13, quoting editorial comments: 

A somewhat different line is taken by the Washington Post, in the Nation's 
capital. This paper does not give its unqualified approval to Admiral Joy’s 
contention that the Chinese Communist ‘regime does not qualify, by its own 
criteria, to participate in a conference of nations involved in the Korean war. 
The Post concedes, of course, that the entire past propaganda line of the Com- 
munists invited this challenge. 

In other words, they challenge Admiral Joy’s contention that they 
should not participate. 

But it expresses the view that any peace settlement in Korea cannot be made 
without the participation of China, Korea’s closest neighbor. 


INITIATION OF BROADCAST REVIEW BY COMMITTEE STAFF MEMBERS 


Senator McCarran. Let me say here, so that you can under- 
stand why these comments are made: Last year the full committee, 
in discussing this item, considered ways and means of getting at a 
script and the expressions that were being used. And it was suggested 
that we might set up a staff to go into these scripts, to go into the 
material that was being used in the Voice of America. 

But then we got to studying it, it became too extensive and too 
large for us. 

The matter has been on my mind ever since; in other words, some- 
where or other to get a reasonably fair sample, if we could not get any 
better, of the material that was being used. 

I discussed it with Mr. Thomas Scott, who sits on my right here, 
and Mr. McDonnell, on my left, and asked them if they could break 
away from their regular work and go into this for, say, a month, to 
see what they could do in wading through it, and they reported to 
me that it was too gigantic, too enormous a job for two people to co, 
but that they would try to get some kind of sample, some view that 
they could express to the committee. The result is the comments 
that are made today and the items that are used. 

Senator GREEN. Have other comments been made? I was sorry 
I had to be late. When I got the notice, I had another meeting. 
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he OTHER TYPE OF BROADCAST 

Senator McCarran. No, Senator. There is one more. 

Mr. McDonne tu. This was a script entitled “The Near East 
Listeners’ Corner,” dated February 14 of this year. This is in answer 
to mail that is received by the Voice. And this particular broadcast 
was in answer to a letter that came in from a gentleman in Syria, 
asking about the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The script treats 
with the bare outlines of the Federal Bureau, but it occurred to me 
that here an opportunity was missed to draw a comparison between 
to ' our Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Soviet Secret Police, 
a again from the propaganda standpoint. 

| am sure that it answered the gentleman’s question in Syria. As 
~ «wo whether it furthered our propaganda efforts, I am not so sure. 
ry That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator McCarran. All right. Have you anything to say? We 
would be glad to hear it now. 


Vn 
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COMMENT ON PROGRAMS 


cP 
Sg eam 


n- Mr. Kontuer. Yes, sir; I should like to comment on that. 
I want to say first that I am very glad to see the committee start 
ey - to try to get a picture of what goes out. I assure you, sir, that 
while I don’t claim perfection for it, if it isn’t perfect it is not because 
™ we don’t trv to make it perfect. 
In any case, it is open to inspection. 
I will say, and certainly with no discredit to Mr. McDonnell or 
RS Mr. Seott at all, that it is unfortunate if you are not able to have 
sccess to the foreign-language programs, and particularly, let us say, 
t- to the iron-curtain programs, because of linguistic handicaps; because 
e, I will not claim in any sense for the English-language program, which 
ig is a more generalized thing, that it is as effective a propaganda instru- 
‘ ment. It covers the world. It cannot be tailored exactly to any 
he kind of target audience, and that sort of thing. 
But I would welcome any further means and devices that the 
” committee might have to study our program. I would be very 
anxious to have them know what we are doing and to consider their 
- &F comments on it. So that what we are actually examining here is the 
vy @ less tailored output of the Voice and a total, I suppose, of, oh, 100,000 
words, whereas actually we put out 375,000 words every day, and 
e, most of those words are not in the English language but in foreign 
ik languages. 
‘0 Consequently, from the real psychological warfare point of view, 
io 68 they are not, let us say, our hardest hitting programs. 
0, Also, it is a relativ ely small, and, as social reseachers would say, 
ul not a valid, sample of the entire output. 
s @ But with that I will also say that in connection with the news we 
| try to keep the news and the commentary separate. 








1122 STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, JUDICIARY APPROPRIATIONS, 1953 


QUESTION OF CREDIBILITY 


Now, the questions that Mr. McDonnell has cited—we would not 
put the replying propaganda in the news itself. It is of tremendous 
importance, I think, in the accomplishment of your propaganda 
function, to maintain credibility. 

The very fact that we put out a news file that people don’t interpret 
as propaganda means that we have listeners. And a very important 
thing to remember about a radio program is that no matter how 
hard hitting they may seem as you hear them, they don’t do any 
good unless you have people sitting listening to them. That would 
apply to the question of objective reporting. I don’t think we are 
abject in the news file. That would also apply to whatever small 
amount of music we use in the whole program. 


NO MUSIC IN SOVIET BROADCASTS 


Actually, less than 10 percent of our whole output is music of 
any kind. That is only to free-world destinations, or in connection 
with the English-language program. And we use no music whatso- 
ever behind the curtain. There isn’t any music on it, for the very 
good reason, among others, that we don’t want to identify our listeners 
by having American music come out of their loud speakers. 


BOOK-BURNING INCIDENT 


Now, there was an item on China, I think, about the book burning, 
that you cite. I forget exactly, but I believe the reference was that 
nothing like it had been seen in China since the days of Chin Shih or 
something like that. Could I hear that again? 

Mr. McDonne tu. This from the news broadcast beamed to the 
Far East. The script is dated February 14. 

Reports reaching Hong Kong tell of the mass burning of books in Communist 
China. The reports describe the Communist action as the greatest destruction 
of books since the Emperor Chin Shih tried to wipe out the classics 2,000 years ago 
That is the end of it. There is no further comment on that subject. 

Mr. Kouter. I would like to comment on that, because I think 
that is a classic example of the thing that the chairman so well put 
in his speech. This program was one addressed to the Far East, I 
believe, and this particular Emperor, in my understanding, without 
being a Chinese classical scholar—-when you use his name, you are 
indeed referring to what to the Chinaman is much more tyranny than 
Hitler and Mussolini. I mean, you are putting the impact in. Actu- 
ally, that is an item that might be cited where you did add the impact 
in it. 

A further remark that I will make on this, with reference to the 
English-language programs, along with the first things I said about 
them: I have not been completely satisfied with them, because we 
had them organized on a world-wide basis as a separate unit. And 
we are now in the process, and we have already completed the process 
in one section, of regionalizing, breaking up, the English desk, and 
putting it in with the. language desks, broade asting to a given regional 
area, so that their selection of news items and of commentaries and 
so forth will be tailored for the region, 
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It is impossible to tailor an English-language program for individual 
countries because of the nature of the radio wave; you can’t quite 
stop it. But we can do it fairly well on a regional basis. 

And we are in the process right now of regionalizing the English- 
language programs so that they will reflect more of the hard hitting 
and specially tailored impact of the 45 language programs. 


SCREENING OF BROADCASTERS 


Senator Green. How are these individuals screened; who carries 
on this work? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, sir, they are screened under Public Law 402, 
with a full FBI field investigation. 

Senator Green. I do not mean about their loyalty. 

Mr. Konuer. Oh, about their ability to broadcast? 

Senator Green. Their ability to select. 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, they are selected by a trained staff. 

Senator GREEN. Who selects the experienced staff? Because I 
think their training and experience in the past have been very 
inadequate. 

Mr. Kouter. I think that is true, sir, but I will say that we have 
a nucleus of wonderfully competent, loyal, able, and devoted people. 

Senator Green. Well, assuming that, let me ask the next question. 

Assuming that you have a nucleus there, how do they proceed to 
choose those who do the work, the actual work? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, that would vary. There are a lot of 
different categories of emplovees. 

Senator Green. Those who select the matters to be broadcast. 

That is what I am after. The question is whether it is properly 
selected. That is what we are discussing; is it not? 

Mr. Kouuer. Yes. 


TRAINING OF BROADCASTERS 


Senator Green. Now, who trains the pepple to do this selection? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, we train them in the shop. 

First of all, the people who write the news are, generally speaking, 
people who—if we are talking only about the English language 
programs now—necessarily, we have recourse to the domestic press 
and to the domestic radio industry for candidates for employment, 
where their jobs are comparable jobs, that is, where it is a job to 
select and write radio news. 

And we screen them in very much the same way. We take the 
recommendations of the people they worked for before. 

We will have them do scripts. We will have them send scripts 
around to our editors to be tried and evaluated. 

Where it is a case of announcing, they are put through announcing 
tests. 

Those announcing tests are tried on panels of listeners to see if the 
voice is effective, if it carries, what the reaction will be. 

Senator Green. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. Kouter. Just the writing of it? 

Senator Green. You say they have had experience, I do not see 
how any of those will have had the experience. 
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QUESTION OF CREDIBILITY 


Now, the questions that Mr. McDonnell has cited—we would not 
put the replying propaganda in the news itself. It is of tremendous 
importance, I think, in the accomplishment of your propaganda 
function, to maintain credibility. 

The very fact that we put out a news file that people don’t interpret 
as propaganda means that we have listeners. And a very important 
thing to remember about a radio program is that no matter how 
hard hitting they may seem as you hear them, they don’t do any 
good unless you have people sitting listening to them. That would 
apply to the question of objective reporting. I don’t think we are 
abject in the news file. That would also apply to whatever small 
amount of music we use in the whole program. 


NO MUSIC IN SOVIET BROADCASTS 


Actually, less than 10 percent of our whole output is music of 
any kind. ‘That is only to free-world destinations, or in connection 
with the English-language program. And we use no music whatso- 
ever behind the curtain. There isn’t any music on it, for the very 
good reason, among others, that we don’t want to identify our listeners 
by having American music come out of their loud speakers. 


BOOK-BURNING INCIDENT 


Now, there was an item on China, I think, about the book burning, 
that you cite. I forget exactly, but I believe the reference was that 
nothing like it had been seen in China since the days of Chin Shih or 
some thing like that. Could I hear that again? 

Mr. McDonne tu. This from the news broadcast beamed to the 
Far East. The script is dated February 14. 

Reports reaching Hong Kong tell of the mass burning of books in Communist 
China. The reports describe the Communist action as the greatest destruction 
of books since the Emperor Chin Shih tried to wipe out the classics 2,000 years ago 
That is the end of it. There is no further comment on that subject. 

Mr. Kounuer. I would like to comment on that, because I think 
that is a classic example of the thing that the chairman so well put 
in his speech. This program was one addressed to the Far East, I 
believe, and this particular Emperor, in my understanding, without 
being a Chinese classical scholar—-when you use his name, you are 
indeed referring to what to the Chinaman is much more tyranny than 
Hitler and Mussolini. I mean, you are putting the impact in. Actu- 
ally, that is an item that might be cited where you did add the impact 
in it. 

A further remark that I will make on this, with reference to the 
English-language programs, along with the first things I said about 
them: I have not been completely satisfied with them, because we 
had them organized on a world-wide basis as a separate unit. And 
we are now in the process, and we have already completed the process 
in one section, of regionalizing, breaking up, the English desk, and 
putting it in with the language desks, broadcasting to a given regional 
area, so that their selection of news items and of commentaries and 
so forth will be tailored for the region. 
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It is impossible to tailor an English-language program for individual 
countries because of the nature of the radio wave; you can’t quite 
stop it. But we can do it fairly well on a regional basis. 

And we are in the process right now of regionalizing the English- 
language programs so that they will reflect more of the hard hitting 
and specially tailored impact of the 45 language programs. 


SCREENING OF BROADCASTERS 


Senator Green. How are these individuals screened; who carries 
on this work? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, sir, they are screened under Public Law 402, 
with a full FBI field investigation. 

Senator Green. I do not mean about their loyalty. 

Mr. Kounter. Oh, about their ability to broadcast? 

Senator Green. Their ability to select. 

Mr. Kouuer. Well, sir, they are selected by a trained staff. 

Senator GreEN. Who selects the experienced staff? Because I 
think their training and experience in the past have been very 
inadequate. 

Mr. Kouter. I think that is true, sir, but I will say that we have 
a nucleus of wonderfully competent, loyal, able, and devoted people. 

Senator GREEN. Well, assuming that, let me ask the next question. 

Assuming that you have a nucleus there, how do they proceed to 
choose those who do the work, the actual work? 

Mr. Konuer. Well, sir, that would vary. There are a lot of 
different categories of employees. 

Senator Green. Those who select the matters to be broadcast. 

That is what I am after. The question is whether it is properly 
selected. That is what we are discussing; is it not? 

Mr. Konuer. Yes. 


TRAINING OF BROADCASTERS 


Senator Green. Now, who trains the pepple to do this selection? 

Mr. Kouter. Well, sir, we train them in the shop. 

First of all, the people who write the news are, generally speaking, 
people who—if we are talking only about the English language 
programs now—necessarily, we have recourse to the domestic press 
and to the domestic radio industry for candidates for employment, 
where their jobs are comparable jobs, that is, where it is a job to 
select and write radio news. 

And we screen them in very much the same way. We take the 
recommendations of the people they worked for before. 

We will have them do scripts. We will have them send scripts 
around to our editors to be tried and evaluated. 

Where it is a case of announcing, they are put through announcing 
tests. 

Those announcing tests are tried on panels of listeners to see if the 
voice is effective, if it carries, what the reaction will be. 

Senator Green. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. Kouter. Just the writing of it? 

Senator Green. You say they have had experience. I do not see 
how any of those will have had the experience. 
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Mr. Kouter. I will say this. I think it will be some years before 
we have a staff that is really of top notch competence in the inter- 
national broadcast field, for this reason. I will say that there are too 
many employees—still talking only about the English language, but 
the same does not apply to our foreign language desk—we have tov 
many employees who have not had enough field experience at USIE 
field posts abroad. 

We are trying to carry on an exchange program whereby we send 
people abroad and bring back people in the field posts to serve in their 
place, so that we can get the combination of area knowledge and politi- 
cal savvy, with their technical talents in writing and the news selection 
and the news editing and news writing fields. 

Even so, we already have that process going on. And some of our 
news editors—I have in mind Ruth Lewis, for example, who was 
United States Public Affairs Officer in the Far East and who has come 
back now to come into our news writing shop. She will add a lot of 
area know-how to the news that we can not get, I admit, when we 
have to go out and employ someone whose experience has been solely 
in the United States. 


DETERMINATION OF QUALIFICATIONS 


Senator GREEN. It seems to me one of their personal qualifications 
must be that they know the public they are addressing. 

Mr. Kouuer. That is right. 

Senator GREEN. I want to know what effort is made to select 
people so qualified, and how you do the selection. 

That is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr. Konuer. To answer that question properly, sir, I would like 
to talk not about the English language program, but about the 45 
foreign language programs. English is only one out of 46 languages. 
There I must say that we have had success in getting people whose 
qualifications are admirable. When you go out to look for radio 
personnel, the things that you have to have are knowledge of the radio 
medium, ability to write, knowledge of the target area, and knowledge 
of the United States and of the United States foreign policy, qualifica- 
tions which are very hard to obtain in any one person. Some of them 
you have to get by training. 

When we go to recruit for foreign language desks, the first thing we 
ask is knowledge of the language and knowledge of the target 
audience, because we can teach them radio techniques. And we can 
teach them and see that they learn more and more about American 
history and American foreign policy. And we can in fact, by supplv- 
ing this raw material to them, supply them already tailored material 
from that point of view. 

Now, there we have very considerable success. We have been able 
to get, taking one example, a Lithuanian program, which we started 
approximately a year ago. We were able to find there, in the United 
States, American citizens. They were American citizens of Lithi- 
uanian origin, who had been in this country long enough to become 
American citizens, who in fact had run the Lithuanian state broad- 
casting system prior to the time when Lithuania was occupied and 
taken over by the Soviet Union. 
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They, therefore, knew the radio medium. They had lived in this 
country long enough to know the United States and appreciate the 
values that they were talking about in that program. 


RUSSIAN LANGUAGE PROGRAM 


In the same way, take our Russian-language program. It is 
headed by a man whose profound knowledge of the Soviet Union is 
almost unparalleled, Alexander Barmine, who has appeared before 
Senator McCarran’s committee, I believe, who was raised in the 
Soviet Union; who served in the Army and industry and in the 
diplomatic service ; who was one of the first to escape back in 1937; who 
came here and who has been working first with the OSS during the 
war, and then with the Voice for years now, and who is heading our 
Russian-language programs and making them highly effective. 

I hope that answers your question, sir, because that is what I was 
striving at. 

I thought perhaps that would help. 

Senator GREEN. Where did you get them? How were they selected? 


SELECTION OF RAYMOND GRAM SWING 


Senator McCarrnuy. For example, who selected Raymond Gram 
Swing? Let us take a typical case. 

Mr. Kouunr. I guess I did. 

Senator GreEN. Do they apply, or do you seek them out? 

Mr. Kouuer. Generally, we have to seek them out, particularly 
where specialized talents are concerned. For that purpose, well, 
for our Soviet Union scripts, of course, we consult with the people 
in the State Department as to possible candidates, or throughout the 
Government we consult. And we consult with Columbia University 
and Harvard University, which have Russian centers. 

We consult the Ford Foundation’s East European people who know 
people who might be available, who are students of Soviet history, 
or who are Russians of origin or Ukrainians of origin. 

In some cases, where we are going on in very difficult languages, 
where we could not possibly find the personnel here, we were author- 
ized in our appropriation bills for the last 2 years to go abroad 
and recruit personnel abroad. There we do it through the help of 
the embassies; and, generally speaking, we have been able to employ 
trained, experienced persons, who are right out of the domestic 
radio industry, say, in Burma, or in Malaya, or in Indonesia. 


EXAMINATIONS GIVEN SELECTEES 


Senator Green. Do you put these persons you select through 
examinations? 

Mr. Kouter. We do, sir. It depends on the nature of the work. 
Of course, in the case of writing, almost always before the first screen- 
ing we have available the books they have published, articles they 
have published, material they have published. That is studied by 
our own people and also by outsiders. 

_ We may ask Columbia University people to look over it. Then if 
it is a question of whether or not they have an announcing voice, they 
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are put through standard announcing tests. They are recorded on 
records and then their records are tried out on panels. 

Senator Green. You do not necessarily have the same person 
doing the announcing and the writing, do vou? 

Mr. Kouvter. Very rarely do we have the same person do both. 
But it does happen. But we do have standard tests. 

Senator Green. I am not so much concerned with the announcing 
as with the material. 

Mr. Konter. We judge that by their writings actually, and by 
interviews with them and getting them on a probationary basis. 

For example, we get people in generally on what is known as a 
when actually emploved basis, and we try them out on that basis for 
a period of as long as 6 months, until we are satisfied with their work. 
It is a probationary period, actually. 

Senator Green. Do you give them any training? 

Mr. Kouter. Necessarily, we do. 

Senator GreEN. What is the nature of the training? 


TRAINING COURSE 


Mr. Kounter. We have, first of all, the standard type of training 
course. 

Senator GREEN. What is that? 

Mr. Konter. There they meet for a week and are taught Govern- 
ment procedures and Government organization, and that sort of thing. 

Then we have training in the professional side. 

When we were going through this period of expansion, for example, 
what we did was to rob our existing best language service units and 
take people from those and put them with the new “personnel that were 
trying to set up new language services. We took experienced pro- 
ducers and put them with them. And we would run these people, 
during this period when we were putting on new languages, we would 
organize these desks and we would make them put on what we called 
dry-run programs for as long as 2 months, where for 2 months they 
would go into the studio, go before the microphone with their script 
and put out a radio program under the watchful eye of their super- 
visors and trainers. That was for 2 months without its ever going 
on the air. 

They had a dead microphone in front of them. 

We have had to do most of our training as in-job training. 

Senator GREEN. Only a little of this relates to the main point, 
which is to make the message effective to the hearers. 

Mr. Kouvnr. It relates only in this way, sir, that we try, through 
those processes, to select the highest trained personnel we can find, 
with the best judgment. 

Senator Gre EN. Are you alienating them, or winning them over by 
your messages? 

Mr. Kouurr. The quality of the output, of course, must reflect the 
quality of the personnel handling it. 

Senator Green. It is not the quality, but the nature of it, as to 
what you are trying todo. How can you impress upon them that it is 
propaganda, the whole scheme? 

Mr. Konuer. There is not anyone who doesn’t know that it is 
propaganda, sir. It is the basic rule. 
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Senator Green. In my experience, it has been that there are a great 
many that do not know it is propaganda. 

Mr. Kouuer. I don’t believe in our New York shop, sir; they have 
their ears closed. 

Senator Green. They do not like to have propaganda. They do 
not want to be propagandized. 

Mr. Konuer. I think that the taxpayers’ money is only being paid 
for propaganda. It is not being paid for any service. 

Senator GREEN. That is what it should be. 

Mr. Kouter. And I have tried to instill that in every member of 
my staff, I can assure you. 

Senator GREEN. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, for taking so much 
time. 

Senator McCarran. That is all right. 

Do you have anything further you care to say, Mr. Kohler? 

Dr. Compron. Mr. Chairman, could I interrupt here? 

Senator McCarran. Yes, sir. 


FURTHER STATEMENT ON OVERSTREET MATTER 


Dr. Compron. I don’t want the record of today’s hearings to leave 
an uncertain note about this Overstreet matter on your third question. 
If there has been some fuzziness in the information about what has 
transpired heretofore, please let there be no fuzziness about what is 
transpiring hereafter. There will be no use of anything contributed 
by Mr. or Mrs. Overstreet by any part of the International Informa- 
tion Administration. 

If necessary, I will go and pick it up myself, that there be no un- 
certainty about that. 

Senator McCarran. Thank you, Doctor. That is the way I like 
to hear people talk. 

Do you have anything further you wish to say? 


GENERAL BUDGET 


Mr. Kouter. Sir, I would like to make a short statement with 
reference to the general budget. 

The thing that I think was not appreciated when our budget was 
reduced is that, actually, we cannot carry on this program at the 
present level at anywhere close to what we had last vear, for the good 
and simple reason that the Congress has authorized the building of 
tremendous radio facilities, which in themselves are going to cost us 
next vear nearly $4 million to operate. 

A statement showing the status of the radio facility program already 
approved by Congress is submitted for the record: 

(The statement referred to follows:) 
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Senator McCarran. When are they going to be in operation? 
This can all be off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 


HOUSE ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


Senator McCarran. Have you presented this all to the House? 

Mr. Koutrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Did the House allow for the construction of 
these stations? 

Mr. Koutrr. The House committee did, sir. 

Senator McCarran. But the House did not allow it? 

Mr. Koutsr. The House did not allow it; no, sir. 

Senator McCarran. For none of them? 

Mr. Konuer. No, sir. 

Senator McCarran. In other words, it was taken off on the floor 
was it? 

Mr. Kouter. That is right, sir. 

Senator McCarran. Aside from that, you are all right, are you not, 
as far as money is concerned? 

Mr. Konter. We need what we ask for, sir, very badly, if we are 
going to do this job that I think you want us to do. I believe we are 
giving the taxpayers their real dollar’s worth from the radio. 

Senator McCartuy. What is the name of the gentleman who was 
the head of the point 4 agricultural program, who was killed in the 
airplane accident? 

Mr. Humetstine. Dr. Bennett. 


QUESTION OF TOO RAPID GROWTH 


Senator McCarrnuy. I thought he made a very interesting comment 
when he was talking. He said he was afraid the State Department 
was asking for so much money that it would wreck his program. He 
said a program such as that had to be built from the ground up. 

If, as you say, this Voice of America is to be a 20-, 30-, 40-, or 50- 
year program, I am just wondering very seriously if you are not 
building too rapidly. Can you build a good organization by doubling 
it year after year? 

If this were to be a 2- or 3-year project, if it is an emergency, I 
could see a tremendous rush to make it such a mammoth project 
overnight. 

But, as you say, you may be entirely right that this is to be a 50- 
year program, and that is possible. 

Are you not endangering the possibility of having a good organiza- 
tion by just this tremendous build-up over a year or two? 

Mr. Konter. Senator, I believe that we are actually over that 
hump. We are leveling off. 

For example, in this year’s budget for 5 new languages, having 
digested 25 new languages in the past year, it is very easy to handle. 

I will say, with reference to the construction program which was 
discussed before this committee at great length last year, that we 
are happier to have the program revert to a more gradual build-up. 
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NECESSITY FOR LATIN-AMERICAN AND SPANISH BROADCASTS 


Senator McCarruy. Let me ask you this, Mr. Kohler: Why, during 
this time, when we are spending so much money on defense, must we 
have a program beamed to Latin America? Why cannot Latin 
America get her picture of America through the Associated Press, the 
United Press, the International News Service, all of which services 
are news services? Why must we spend money beaming the program 
to Spain, for example? Why cannot Spain get her picture of America 
through the normal news channels? Why cannot we concentrate on 
the unfriendly areas of the world instead of apparently to some of the 
friendly sections, as we are doing? 

Mr. Konuer. I don’t agree, sir, that we are antagonizing them. 

Senator McCarruy. When you say you do not agree, I assume you 
will agree with me that we have, to at ‘least some extent, antagonized 
Argentina by the type of programs we have been beaming down there. 
Otherwise, she would not have cut off the local radio stations. She 
does not allow her radio stations to carry our programs. 

But, forgetting that for the time-being, would it not be a good idea 
to forget about trying to propagandize Spain or Latin America? 

Do we beam programs to England, too? 

Mr. Kouter. No, but we have our English-language programs. 

Senator McCarray. How about Australia or New Zealand? 

Mr. Konuzr. I repeat, it is on a priority basis. 

Senator McCarruy. Are we now beaming programs to New 
Zealand, or to Australia? 

Mr. Kouter. Our English programs are practically world-wide. 
They are not specially tailored, as I explained. 

Senator McCarruy. Why could you not save a lot of money by 
forgetting about sending a lot of propaganda to New Zealand, Aus- 
tralia, Spain, England, and Latin America, and use that money instead 
to concentrate on the unfriendly sections of the world? 

You could do a more complete job in the unfriendly areas, or those 
areas that have unfriendly governments, could you not? 

Mr. Konter. Sir, I think that the programs are taken care of by 
the priority. Actually, your question was partly answered and your 
implications are very largely met by the order of priority that is given 
to the programs. 


PROPORTION OF PROGRAM IRON CURTAIN 


I repeat that of our physical effort, over two-thirds actually is iron 
curtain. 

But I will add to that that, for one thing, we are battling Com- 
munists and communism wherever we find them, and I think we are 
taking a lead in it that you do not find in a lot of other countries. 
That may aot apply specifically to a couple you are asking about. 

Senator McCarruy. Let me ask this: How much money could we 
save if we cut out Latin America entirely and let them get their news 
entirely through the normal news channels? 

Mr. Kouter. I cannot give you an exact dollar figure, but it is 
relatively insignificant, for the reason that 60 percent ‘of the costs of 
radio are delivery costs. They are fixed costs. That is our plant. 
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We have no special plant that we are investing in to deliver to Latin 

America. It is the nature of short wave that it will cover the earth. 
So that all you would save would be a rather small amount of per- 

sonnel actually doing the work in Spanish for Latin America. 

Now, add to that the fact that in the case of Latin America, one 
Spanish language program covers 20 countries and you get a practi- 
cally insignificant cost factor, ia terms of the delivery of that program. 

On the other hand, we have found tremendous receptivity through- 
out Latin America for some of our anti-Communist programs, which 
actually the public press to Latin America does not cover, and we 
have had a lot of requests for scripts from Latin America. 

Senator McCarruy. What type of program would you call an 
anti-Communist program? 


SAMPLE OF TYPICAL ANTI-COMMUNIST SCRIPT 


Mr. Kou.er. Let me give you a few examples, if I might take the 
committee’s time. 

Senator McCarruy. To save time, Mr. Chairman. I would like 
to ask Mr. Kohler to send me a typical script on what he would call 
an anti-Communist program. 

Mr. Kouuer. It would give me pleasure to send you a whole supply 
of them, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Do not send me too many, or it will scare 
me off, 

_ Mr. Kouuer. I will send them to you, sir, with great pleasure, 
because we do a good job. 

Senator McCarran. All right, is there anything further you want 
to say? 

Mr. Kou ter. Sir, I do not want to take more of the committee’s 
time. I do want to appeal for support and to thank the committee 
for the support it has given us in our operations in the past. 

Senator McCarran. Thank you very much. 

Do you have anything, Doctor? 

Dr. Compron. Mr. Chairman, bearing on the matters we discussed 
here a moment ago, may I ask the insertion at this point of a sentence 
or two from the principal witness’ statement which was read into the 
record and which was not diseussed with you last week? 

It reads: 

Whatever its form of organization the effectiveness of this program in the 
long run depends primarily on the selection, training and spirit of its staff, espe- 
cially of its overseas staff. I would rather that we go more slowly and be sure 
that we have the right persons in the right places, with the right tools to work 
with, than that we go faster and find that we have the wrong people in the wrong 
places, or without proper guidance, training, or tools. 

For its obvious bearing on this subject of discussion, I submit that 
for the record here. 

That does not mean that we do not have great needs and unsatisfied 
needs in this program. That is as obvious to you gentlemen as it is 
to us. 

It does mean, and I intend it to mean, however, that when we ar 
called upon, as we should be called upon, to bear our fair proportionate 
share of the total economic problem that the country is confronted 
with, we will make whatever investments the funds appropriated to 
us will permit, in that spirit. 
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And it does mean that we will not be able to cover all the bases. 
We frankly said to you that in respect to these radio facilities, the 
proposals made last year to this committee and to the House com- 
mittee, were proposals considerably in advance of well-matured, 
well-developed plans, and Mr. Kohler has just now said that his 
division is quite pleased to not be in the position of having to push 
so hard on the building of these new facilities. 

I do not want this comment, Mr. Chairman, to be construed as 
meaning that I do not have faith in the total facilities plan. But I 
do think that we will get more for the money if we spread out the 
development of it over a little longer time. 

Senator McCarran. All right, Doctor, thank you very much. 

We will be in recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 4:05 p. m., Thursday, June 5, 1952, the hearing 
recessed, to reconvene at 10:30 a. m., Friday, June 6, 1952.) 








